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A STRANGE ATTITUDE 


While President Eisenhower 
was touring South America, 
the debate over our defenses 
quieted down a bit. But now 
it is in full swing again. 
This can be blamed partly on 
politics. The Democrats think 
they have an-issue in how 
much, or how little, the Re- 
publican administration is 
spending on defense. It is 
amusing to watch certain sen- 
ators and congressmen trying 
to force military leaders to 
accept more money than they 
have asked for. That is, it 
would be amusing if we did not 


know that it is our money 
they are so generous with. 
And remember, the military 
men themsel ves have never been 
bashful in asking for money. 
This points up a strange 
attitude which has come to 
govern the thinking not only 
of politicians, but even of 
certain private citizens. Not 
long ago a big businessman 
declared that we should spend 
more on defense, and that the 
people should be willing to 
pay higher taxes to do so. 
Before that, a retired gener- 
al said pretty much the same 








thing. As for the politicians 
they too demand more defense- 
spending regardless of what 
it does to the budget, infla- 
tion or taxes. 

Now I do not know whether 
it is essential that we spend 
more money on defense or not. 
I do know that bigger spend- 
ing does not necessarily mean 
a better defense. But assume 
for the moment that there are 
certain types of defense pro- 
jects on which we should 
spend more. Why is it that 
these politicians, business- 
men, and generals can think 
of only one way to do it - 
with more taxes? Somehow it 
never occurs to them that 
there are plenty of spots in 
the swollen federal budget 
which couldbe cut drastically 
and the savings applied to 


IMPORTANT TESTIMONY 


A lady in Kansas writes me 
that she has noticed signs in 
her community of a softening 
up on communism. She gets 
around a good deal and talks 
to a number of people each day 
as part of her job. She re- 
marks that people who have 
always been strongly against 
communism have not become ex- 
actly pro-communist, but they 
no longer seem quite as sus- 
picious of communist aims, or 


defense. In fact, it is sus- 
pected that plenty of money 
could be found for necessary 
projects in the defense bud- 
get itself, if its outrageous 
waste and extravagance were 
stopped. The Comptrol ler-Gen- 
eral recently revealed that 
on only 16, out of thousands, 
of defense contracts, the 
cost was 28 million dollars 
more than it should have been. 
And the Defense Department is 
pouring down the drain each 
year in surplus sales at dis- 
tress prices somewhere in the 
neighborhood of five to ten 
billion dollarsof your money. 
Everybody in and out of 
Washington had better ask 
themselves what good any kind 
of defense will be, if we 
wreck our economic system in 
the process of getting it. 


quite so opposed to communist 
objectives. And then she makes 
a very revealing statement. 
She says she finds this new 
softness not so much among 
ordinary Americans, but among 
so-called community leaders. 
She is worried, and rightly 
so, because if leaders in the 
community are getting soft on 
communism, how long will it 
be before a good part of her 
community follows their lead? 
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And she wants to know if there 
is any explanation for this 
changed attitude. 

I think there is an explan- 
ation, and a very saddening 
one too. It goes straight to 
our leaders in Washington. 
It is saddening because it 
reveals that American politi- 
cal leaders mistakenly think 
it is possible to deal with 
communist bosses as they deal 
with any civilized rulers. 
Our leaders are sworn to up- 
hold our Constitution and to 
protect the American system. 
But they think they can make 
deals with our system’s worst 
enemy. 

The best evidence on this 
subject comes fromthe man who 
perhaps knows more about it 
than anyone elsein the United 


States - Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, 
head of the FBI. Not long ago 
Mr. Hoover was testifying be- 
fore the Senate Internal 
Security Committee about the 
recent conventionof the Amer- 
ican Communist Party. He 
noted that the Party is show- 
ing a new exhiliration and 
vigor. It is full of pep, and 
primed for an all-out attack 
on our form of government. 
Why arethe Reds so optimistic 
about the future? Mr. Hoover 
said the answer runs like a 
thread through all the re- 
marks, actions and hopes of 
the Red leadership in America. 
Here are Mr. Hoover’s words, 
which he emphasized strongly: 
“The recent visit of Premier 
Khrushchev to the United 
States has done much to create 
an atmosphere favorable to 
communism among Americans.” 
Mr. Hoover pointed out that 
in one discussion at the Com- 
munist Party convention, “it 
was stated that as the result 
of the Khrushchev visit the 
American people have open 
minds toward socialism. Hence 
the Party must learn how to 
get socialism across to the 
people...To Party leaders, 
Khrushchev’s presence in this 
country has eased the way for 
Party activities.” 

The most disheartening 
phase of this situation i3 








this. At a press conference, 
held shortly before he went 
to South America, the Presi- 
dent was asked about this 
testimony of J. Edgar Hoover. 
A reporter wanted to know if 
Mr. Eisenhower thought it had 
some merit. The President re- 
plied: “I haven’t talked to 
Mr. Hoover about the effect 
of Khrushchev’s visit.” He 
then went on to pay several 
compliments to Mr. Hoover, 


WHOSE ADVICE? 


This naturally brings up 
several questions. Who is ad- 
vising the President on his 
handling of the Reds? And 
whose advice does he seek? 
In a couple of months, the 
President will once again sit 
down with Boss Khrushchev, at 
a summit meeting. Who is plan- 
ning and guiding that meeting? 
Who convinced the President 
that he should invite the 
Butcher of Budapest to the 
United States last Fall? 
Khrushchev has been basking 
in the respectability - and 
propaganda value — of that 
visit ever since. And when it 
begins to wear thin, he need 
not worry — he can look for- 
ward to the summit meeting in 
May, and perhaps to a whole 
string of summits after that. 

Meantime, as Mr. Hoover 


4 


but he wound up by saying: 
‘*What he thinks about this 
one (meaning Khrushchev’s 
visit) I don’t know. I’ve 
never talkedto him about it.” 
Note that the President said 
he had never talked to Mr. 
Hoover about the visit —which 
of course means that Mr. 
Hoover was not consulted be- 
fore the invitation to Khrush- 
chev was issued. 


testified, our native Reds 
are convinced that the visit 
*“*has done much to create an 
atmosphere favorable to com- 
munism among Americans.” And 
if the observations of the 
lady in Kansas are correct, 
perhaps the Reds are right — 
and they now have a wide-open 
opportunity ‘‘to get socialism 
across to the people.” 

It will not do to dismiss 
this whole episode by saying 
that J. Edgar Hoover is not 
an expert on foreign policy 
and that therefore the Presi- 
dent had no reason to consult 
him about Khrushchev’s visit. 
Mr. Hoover, of course, makes 
no pretense to being an ex- 
pert on foreign policy. But 
he is the head of the FBI. In 
that job he has had the duty, 
and the opportunity, to learn 
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a very great deal about the 
communist conspiracy. This is 
not merely a question of for- 
eign policy. It is a question 
of an all-out attack. It is 
not an attack carried on with 
guns and planes and bombs. It 
is an attack on the very 
foundations of American life, 
carried on with propaganda, 
infiltration, subversion, and 


sabotage. It is an astonishing 
thing to hear from the Presi- 
dent himself that J. Edgar 
Hoover was not consulted. It: 
amounts to this. Without seek- 
ing the advice of the govern- 
ment’s greatest expert on the 
communist conspiracy, the 
President invited and welcom- 
ed to our shores its Chief 
Conspirator. - John T. Flynn 


Foregoing items covered in Mutual network broadcast 3/13/60 
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Book Review 


NO REDS IN THE CHURCHES? 

(Editor’s Note: Because of its bearing on the recent contro- 
versy about an Air Force manual and the National Council of 
Churches, we reprint below a review of an important book 


first published in 1958). 


COLLECTIVISM IN THE CHURCHES 
by Edgar C. Bundy, 354 pages, 
Church League of America, 
Wheaton, Ill., $2.00. 

In a world that has seemed 
to have in it little place 
for peaceful contemplation of 
eternal values, of freedom 
from the pull of this or that 
political and economic doc- 
trine, the church, regardless 
of denomination, has offered 
for many almost the sole 
sanctuary. Now, it appears, 
there is no longer any escape 
fromthe long arm of socialist 


propaganda and pressure in 
the vast majority of Protest- 
ant churches in America. 

It is with very much dis- 
turbed emotions that we report 
on Edgar Bundy’s carefully 
documented, well organized 
study of the activities and 
aspirations of the World 
Council of Churches, the Na- 
tional Council of Churcies of 
Christ in America, and the 
sub-structures of these organ- 
izations in states and cities. 
The National Council embraces 
churches in 30 denominations 








claiming 36 million members. 
There are 40 state councils, 
903 city councils, and 2,045 
ministerial associations. All 
of these are organized into 
one regimented, autocratic 
structure wherein policy 
formed at the top is spread 
downward with considerable 
pressure and effectiveness by 
means of publications and 
speakers, classroom materials, 
movies, radio and conferences. 

It is questionable whether 
one of this organization’s 
objectives -— the transforma- 
tion of all Christian thought 
and worship into a single 
form throughout the entire 
world — is a desirable goal. 
In organization there is 
strength — also danger. Con- 
centration of power in a 
federation of churches has 
the same inherent tendency to 
enslave as it does in a fed- 
eration of states. And when 
36 million people in the U.S. 
are organized in a manner 
which permits their most 
trusted advisers (their spir- 
itual leaders) to be control l- 
ed like puppets from the top 
and in turn to influence 
congregations throughout the 
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country — it is important to 
know what are the opinions 
and the real objectives of 
those who exercise such a 
powerful influence over so 
many people. 

Many, if not most, of the 
people in controlling posi- 
tions in the National Council, 
Mr. Bundy shows, are undeni- 
ably socialists of a deep 
color and not a few are well 
known for their communist- 
front activities. He names 
those he accuses and quotes 
from their own words and 
records as proof. 

The objectives and activi- 
ties of the World and National 
councils, Bundy points out, 
are almost entirely political 
— and on the side of collect- 
ivism. Littleif any attention 
is given to matters of reli- 
gion — of the spiritual needs 
of individuals. 

A very disturbing book. It 
should never have had to be 
written. But it did have to. 
And now it desperately needs 
to be read. The rest, we sup- 
pose, is up to each man and 
each woman in each church, in 
or out of the Councils. 

- Cortland G. Smith 


News Item: The Rev. Frank R. Hamblen, pastor of Lima (0. ) 
West High Evangelical United Brethren Church for 11 years, 
resigned because of “the gradual infiltration of subversive 
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affiliations in the National Council of Churches.” He said: 
“My conscience will not let me continue to pastor a church 


affiliated with the National Council of Churches.” 


IN SLOVAKIA - 


“Male religious orders and congregations were suppressed 
(in Slovakia)...There were over 700 male religious priests 
and brothers living in 137 monasteries who were subjected to 
communist-sponsored re-education. If they complied with this 
brainwashing and took the oath of loyalty, they were sent to 
parishes and churches as diocesan priests. If they remained 
unyielding, they were sent to forced labor camps...” 

- Father Zubek, an escapee from Slovakia 


AND IN AMERICA 
**T was instructed that I would have to join a church youth 
group, or a church, and become active in the work.” 
- Carol Bayme, ex-Communist Party member 


“Question (to Earl Reno, former high-ranking official of 
the Communist Party): I gather in your position as a func- 
tionary of the Communist Party it was your feeling you could 
put ministers to a much better use if they were not members 
of the Commnist Party? Mr. Reno: That is correct.” 


(Above three quotes are from sworn testimony before the 
House Committee on Un-American Activities. ) 
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